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CANDID REFLECTIONS, &c. 


GENTLEMEN, 


BEG leave to addreſs you in your 

I collective capacity, the propriety 

of which will, I hope, appear in 

* tte following pages. 1 els 
dered every animadverſion on my candid re- 
fections as a real favour, The cauſe of truth 
needs and deſerves the aſſiſtance of all its 
friends, This induced me to anſwer, in my 
ſecond edition, thoſe manuſcript letters with 
which I was Meme conſequence of my 
firſs edition, though that edition was never 
properly made publick. It is remarkable, 
that thoſe letters came from none but your 
own / members, except one from a dignified 
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one of you, and was at leaſt written by one 
in connection with you; viz. A letter to the 
Rev. Benjamin Fawcett, M. A. occafioned by 
his pamphlet, intitled, candid refleftions, &c. 
Theological controverſy has little inviting 
in its nature, though conducted on the moſt 
liberal principles, and with a temper and 
manner the moſt amiable, But when it be- 
comes perſonal, it is ſure to diſguſt, The 
ſentimental reader laments, that reaſon and 
argument evaporate amidſt unnaturah heat; 
chat expreſſions are tortured for meapings, 
which were never intended; and that both 
ſides loudly recriminate, when probably there 
is nothing culpable, but needleſs ſuſpicion, 
or a mere miſtaking of undefined terms, 
Since it is judged neceſſary for me to tread 
this dangerous path, may my ſafety conſiſt 
in truth, and candour, and the ſpirit of meekneſs, 
though it be but as it were fooliſhly in this 


confidence of ſelf- juſtification. 


The letter to me demands my attention, 
more to the manner in which a variety of 
falls are repreſented, than to any thing that 


is properly argumentative. As for inſtance, 


it accuſes me [p. 10—13] with © endeavour- 
„ing to ſtab the character of Aihangſius.“ 


I have produced hiſtorical evidences concern- 


ing his immorality and bigotry, the authen- 
ticity of which is not yet diſproved {candid 
reflections, 2d edit, p. 14, 15.] My remarker 
is © ſurprized, that ſuch a gentleman as Mr. 

2 * Robinſon, 


SE 


$ Robinſon, who pleads for the Divinity of 
* Chriſt, ſhould, on ſuch ſort of evidence, 
* ſo fully give up Athanaſius, and repreſent 
„ him as an enormous ſinner; though he has 
thought fit to leave out thoſe words in a 
< ſublequent edition of his plea.” The omiſ- 
ſion, in Mr. Robinſon's 2d edit. was not by 
any means a retractation, as he himſelf is 
free to declare, whenever he is applied to. 
Such ſtrictures on ſo diſtinguiſhed a perſon 
* as Athanaſius are thought by ſome to be 
* altogether invidious, and to have nothing 
* to do with the doctrine of the Trinity; 
* while others have judged it of no little 
& importance, both to hiſtorical and theolo- 
* gical truth, thus to lay open the ſources, 
* from whence the church of Chriſt has de- 
* rived, for ſo many centuries, a conſiderable 
part of its infelicity and diſhonour.” | can- 
did reflections, 2d edit. p. 16.) Indeed my re- 
marker pertinently obſerves, © It is not from 
* the character or authority of men, but 
* from the evidence of the divine teſtimony, 
that the chriſtian believes the doctrine of 
* the Trinity.” And might he not as per- 
tinently have added, that therefore Athanaſius 
ſhould not have been canonized, nor ſet on 
a level with Apoſtles; nor ſhould Arius's 
death have been charged as a puniſhment 
which heaven inflicted upon him for his pe- 
culiar do&rine, [ candid reflections, 2d edit, 


p- 59+] 
| B 2 I am 
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I am alſo accuſed letter, p. 14, 15} with 
& attempting to depreciate the character of 
& Calvin,” My remarker might have added 
Cranmer to Calvin; for I treat them both 
with the ſame cenſure, and with the ſame 
apology, My words are theſe, Thus Calvin 
„ pleaded conſcience, when he perſecuted Ser- 
„% g etus to a violent death. Archbiſhop Cran- 
& mer. as conſcientiouſly concurred with the 
« perſecutors of Lambert the martyr, and read 
© the ſentence of his burning at the ſtake, 
„ It muſt be allowed, that both Calvin and 
« Crenmer acted according to the miſtaken 
„ but prevailing ſpirit of the age in Whikh 
* they lived, When periecution for mere ſen- 
« timents in religion was adopted by every 


e party that happened to rule.” | candid re- 


fleflions, 2d edit. p. 64.] I allo ſay of him 
[P- 21} © Had he himſelf, and the age in 

* which he lived, entertained juſt views of 
& the nature and extent of chriſtian liberty, 
* and the right of private judgment; in that 
é cale, his excellent pen would undoubtedly 
have tranimitred to pulterity ſuch animad- 
& verſions ſon the council of Nice,] as we 
* meet with in the great writers of happier 
* and more enlightened times,” 

A diſagreement is pointed out [leſter, p. 38] 
between my manner of quoting a paſſage from 


Calvin, in my firſt and ſecond edit, of my 


candid refleAions. The caſe, Gentlemen, is 
plainly this, 1 copied Calvin's words, as they 
ſtand 


„ % » 


171 


ſtand in my 650 edit, from a learned but 
anonymous writer of the laſt century. On 
that edit. Dr. St-f-rd favoured me with a 
long letter of remarks, among which he was 
pleaſed to aſk me this queltion, and return 
himſelf the following anſwer. © Did you 
© know ſo little of the judicious Calvin, as 
« to ſuppoſe him capable of ſaying, The word 
% Trinity is barbarous, &c.? I am perſuaded, 
* that no ſuch words are to be found in any 
* of his writings.” Such a declaration led 
me, as it ought to do, to compare the paſ- 
ſage, which 1 had quoted at tecond hand, 
with the original, and to produce it, in my 
2d edit. in 1ts real ſtate, Thus I was laid 
under greater obligations to the Dr, than he 
at firſt intended to confer, | 
My quoration from Mr. Halyburton [can- 
did refleclions, 2d edit. p. 73] is mentioned as 
„ an unmanly "RG to lupport a cauſe.” 
[ letter, p. 39, 40.]! This remark is only 
made, becgule I omitted the words, Oath of 
abjuration, I well remember, that thoſe words 
were inſerted in my hart hand copy, but in 
tranſcribing for the preſs were inadvertently 
omitted, Yet, without thoſe words, the quo- 
tation anſwers its purpoſe, For it does not 
ſtand among thoſe paſſages, which I quote 
from. various writers, to ſhow their ſentiments 
about the Trinity : but in that part of my 
candid reflefiions, in which I am only ſug- 
geſting to my friend a proper anſwer to ſuch 
B 3 of 
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of his gueſts, who might talk in the too 
common cenſorious ſtyle. If Mr. Halyburton's 
friends made a point of conſcience of taking, 
or not taking, the Oath of aljuration, his 
reaſoning is juſt, and holds good, with re- 
gard to any other teſt, by which the con- 
ſciences of good men may. be perplexed, 
There are many inſtances of a ſimilar man- 
ner of quotation ; as when the Apoſtle di- 
res, concerning the diſtinctions of days or 
meats, Let every man be fully perſuaded in his 
on mind — Let not your good be evil ſpoken 
of. Or, when he concludes, Whatſoever is 
not of faith is fin. We apply ſuch paſſages 
of ſcripture to a variety of caſuiſtical pur- 
poſes, though very different from, and with- 
out any explicit reference to, the Apoſtle's 
immediate deſign, Yet as ſcripture is always 
at hand to be conſulted, which cannot be ſaid 
of Mr. Halyburton's life, therefore on this ac- 
count principally it is expedient to inſert, in 
the paſſage quoted from him, the words, 
Oath of Abjuration ; and they fhall be fo 
inſerted, if a third edition of candid refletions - 
ſhould be called for. 
I am charged [/etter, p. 41] with “ an 
&* inclination to leſſen the reputation of my 
„ Brethren in the eſteem of profeſſing chriſ- 
&« tians,” Pray, Gentlemen, have my candid 
reflections meddled with one perſonal character, 
without hiſtorical evidence to ſupport it ? 
Have I not there illuſtrated my ſubject merely 
in 
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in its reference to our common chriſtianity ? 
Is the holding up of the truth a crime, only 
becauſe ſome of my Brethren may be offend- 
ed with it, or condemned by it? See how I 
treated ſuch a charge, when, in a letter to 
Rev. R-k-r, Jan. 10, 1778, I told him, 
© We have differed in a matter of mere opi- 
© nion, but it never appeared to me to re- 
„ late to moral conduct. After all, if you 
© ſhould continue to charge me with falfe- 


© hood, and refuſe to tell me why, I will 


&« apply to you, what Calvin ſaid of Luther, 
“ Though Mr. R-k-r call me a devil, I will 
© honour him as a faithful miniſter of Chriſt.” 
To that letter Mr. R- Ar never returned any 
anſwer, 

The conduct of Mr. R-k-r relative to 
my ſon's ordination is greatly miſrepreſented, 
[ letter, p. 42—44.] He is ſaid to be in- 
vited to the ordination only the day before, 
inſtead of at leaſt a fortnight before, even 
as early as any other miniſter, and with 
additional circumſtances of reſpect. His 


- diſtance from Beaminſter is mentioned, as an 


apology for his not coming till the morning 
of the ordination-day : though Bridport is 
but ir meaſured miles from Beaminſter, none 
of the miniſters living ſo near, and moſt 
of them above twenty or thirty miles from 
thence. And his converſation with my /o# 
is ſo told, as manifeſts the unhappy influ- 
ence of partiality and prejudice, rather than 
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a ſtrict regard to the real ſtate of the fact. 
I am very willing to hope, that my re 
marker writ according to the beſt of his 
knowledge; but, granting this, he certainly 
is not , without blame, ſince he might very 
eaſily have obtained better information, and 
in much leſs time than three years, My fon 
gave the following circumſtantial account of 
the affair, in a letter to the late Rev. Dr. 
Wilton, dated Sept. 3d, 1777, which I have 
the beſt reaſon to credit, as every particu- 
lar was, either tranſacted in my preſence, or 
immediately communicated to me. At 
&« leaſt à fortnight before the ordination, ſays 
„ he, I waited upon Mr. R-k-r at his own 
* houſe, and told him, I was to be ordained 
“ on ſuch a day [ Zune 26, 1776, ] and beg- 


« ged the favour of his company and afjiſt- 
% ance, At that time I had in my own 


mind fixed upon Mr. R-k-r to take the 


e prayer before ſermon. But as I knew, and 
* as Mr, R-k-r himſelf has ſince acknow- 
„ ledged, that it is not uſual to engage 
„ any particular perſon for that part, till 
e the appointed day, I did not then men- 
e tion it to him. However, by the advice 
« of a friend, who was better acquainted. 
„with Mr. R-k-7's temper and diſpoſition 
„than myſelf, in order to prevent all poſ- 
* ſible occaſion of offence, on the monday 
before the ordination [which was on a 
* wedneſday |] I wrote a letter to Mr, R-k-r 
_ by 


« by the poſt, which reached Bridport the 
% ſame day, informing him what miniſters 
„ had engaged for the ſermon,  ordination- 
prayer, and the charge, and begging the 
« favour of him to pray before the ſermon. 
t In conſequence of this, I expected to have 
« ſeen Mr. R-k-r at my houſe on the tuef- 
« day evening. To my ſurprize, he did 
* not come till about a quarter of an hour 
before the time appointed for beginning 
« the publick ſervice. He immediately took 
« me aſide, and ſaid, he had received a 
«© letter from me, deſiring him to pray be- 
«. fore the ſermon, and ſhould therefore be 
de glad to know, whether that was really 
© my deſire? I anſwered, it was. He then 
“ ſaid, he a little wondered at the manner 
„ of my invitation, and could not but look 
« upon it as a flight, I told him, I was 
„ ſorry he ſhould conceive of it in that 
„ light, for I could afſure him there was 
& no ſlight intended. He ſaid, he himſelf 
« and many of his friends could not but 
„ think ſo, and that if he had been pro- 
„ perly invited, he ſhould have taken an 
« opportunity of talking with me ſome time 
* before upon the ſubject, However, ſays 
de he, I ſhall overlook that; only you will 
& obferve, that I always make it a matter 
« of conſcience, before I engage in the or- 
« dination of any miniſter, to be ſatisfied 


that he believes in the true and proper 
7. © aw 


| 


1 

{ « deity of Chriſt, and you know beſt how 
f it is with you. I anſwered, Sir, if you 
* had been here laſt night, you would have 
“ heard how I have expreſſed myſelf in my 
“ confeſſion. Oh! ſays he, what! have you 
„% a confeſſion then? I heard you was to 
% have none, Yes, Sir, I replied, I have, 
and if you pleaſe you, ſhall hear that part 
« of it, I then took it out ot my pocket, 
e and read the following words, which con- 
* tain all I ſaid upon that doctrine. For ae- 
% compliſhing this glorious purpoſe | viz, the 
“ ſalvation of men |] revelation informs me, 
% that the Lord Feſus Chriſt, in whom, as 
tie divine Word, dwells all the fulneſs of 
* the Godhead bodily, and by whom God creat- 
« , the heaven and the earth, clothed im- 
© ſelf in human fieſh, &c. Upon this he 
| *« ſaid, that what I had there written, did 
_ "hh & not ſatisfy him; he deſired to know, whe- 
| | &« ther I believed, That Chriſt in his ſuperi- 
| & our nature was truly and properly God in 
« the higheſt ſenſe of the word? Being 

« deſirous that he ſhould fully underſtand 

„ my meaning, I anſwered, That I did nor 

t think Chriſt had a divine nature diſtinct 

| « from the Father, for then there muſt be 
't © two Gods; but I believed, that the God- 
| e head of the Father was ſo myſteriouſly . 
<« united to the perſon of Chriſt, or fo dwelt 

« jn him, that on that account he is in ſcrip- 
ture called God, He ſaid, The in-dwell- 


ing 
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« ing ſcheme did not ſatisfy him; and added, 

„Do you believe that Chriſt is God in the 

& ſame ſenſe as the Father? After pauſing 

« little, I faid, I did not underftand his 

« queſtion, for if in that connection it con- f 

« yeyed any idea at all, it was, that there | 

* are two independant and equal Gods, and | 

« therefore 1 could not aſſent to it. Then, 

« ſays he, I cannot fatisfy my conſcience to 

engage in the ordination.” 

Surely, Gentlemen, Mr. R-k-r ſhould have i 
talked with my ſon, when my ſon waited ; 
upon him at his own houſe in Bridport,” a 
fortnight before the ordination; or Mr. R-k-r 
ſhould have been preſent at Beaminſter, the 
evening before the ordination, when the con- 
feſſion was read in the preſence of the ſe- 
nior miniſters; or he ſhould, in the morn- 
ing of the ordination-day, have ſpoke to 
my ſon in their preſence. This is manifeſt, 
that while my ſon thought Mr. R-k-r's lan- 
guage was Tritheiftick, yet he ſincerely wiſh- 

' ed him to engage in his ordination, On | 
the other hand, while Mr. R-k-r perceived | 
my ſon's language was /ſcriptaral, yet he 
abfolutely refuſed his aſſiſtance. It is alſo | 
manifeſt, that though Mr. R-k-r objected 's 
to my ſon's ſentiments, it was not as Soci- 
nian, nor Arian, nor Sabellian, but becauſe 

' the in-dwelling ſcheme did not ſatisfy him. My 

; fon could with perfect complacency hear 

Mr, R-k-r expreſs his diffatisfaftion, with 

x what 


3 
what he called the in-dwelling - ſcheme; but 
he thought Mr. 'R-k-7 was not to be juſ- 
tified, when he treated him as an excommu- 
nicated perſon, only for adhering to what, 
he apprehends, looks like the very ſcheme 
of revelation, Can any thing be, or ſeem 
to be, more expreſs for the in-dwelling ſcheme, 
than our Lord's words? Believeſt thou not 
that 1 am in the Father, and the Father in 
me? The words that I ſpeak unto you, I 
ſpeak not of myſelf ; but the Father, that dwell- 
ein in me, he doeth the works. Believe me 
that I am in the Father, and the Father in 
me. Theſe are ſome of the ſcripture paſ- 
ſages, to which Dr. Doddridge refers for the 
ſupport of his i propoſition : via. That 
God is ſo united to the derived nature 
c of Chriſt, and ſo dwells in it, that by 
virtue of ſuch union Chriſt may be pro- 
« perly called God, and ſuch regards are 
« due to him, as are not due to any creat- 
ci ed nature, or mere creature, be it in it» 
<« ſelf ever ſo excellent.” | candid reflections, 
2d edit, p. 31. ] Had Mr. R-k-r given 
himſelf time to enquire, in what ſenſe my ſon 
underſtood, The fulneſs of the Godhead dwell. 
ins bodily in Chriſt, he could have aſſured 
him, that the following note of Dr. Dod- 
dridge on that text ſpeaks his genuine ſen- 
timents. I might, ſays the Dr. have ren- 
« dered it, in whom the whole fulneſs of Deity 
« ſubſtantially dwells, It is plain, that the 

«* Godhead 


. 


N Godhead | is an anzliciſm ice to Deity, 
% And I cannot think that theſe wonderful 
$ words are intended merely to ſignify, that 
* God hath lodged in the hands of Chriſt, 
% a fulneſs of gifts to be conferred upon 
„ men; as if the paſſage was merely pa- 
“ rallel to Eph. iii. 19. and John i. 16, 17. 
* as Mr. Peirce explains it; while Socinus 
© ſinks it yet lower, as if it only referred 


* to his compleat knowledge of the divine 


ge will. I aſſuredly believe, that, as it con- 
© tains an evident alluſion to, the Shechinak 
* in which God dwelt, ſo it ultimately re- 
« fers to the adorable myſtery of the union 
© of the divine and human natures, in the 
“ perſon of the glorious Emanuel, which 
* makes him ſuch an object of our hope 
% and confidence, as the moſt exalted crea- 
* ture, with the moſt glorious endowments 
& could never, of himſelf, be.” 

What my own thoughts were, and till 
are, of Mr. R-k-r's converſe with my ſon, 
may be fully ſeen, in the following extract 
from à letter I writ to him, Nov. 29th, 
1777, and to which alſo he never returned 
any anſwer. © On ſeeing the ſecond edition 


« of my candid reſlections, I hope, Sir, you 


« will have the ſame reflection to make as 
„ on the firſt, That a ſtranger to the Bea- 
« minſter ordination could not know the print- 
« ed letter had any reference to it. No, Sir, 
* from firſt to laſt I have conſidered the 


< ſubject, 


( 16 ] 


* ſubject, as it relates to our common chrif- 
* tjanity, and not to any thing perſonal. 

„J well knew that conſcience was the guide, 
„ both to you, and my ſon; and therefore 
« I concluded, that my only way of treat- 
„ing ſuch a ſubject ought to be this; To 
* appeal to thoſe principles, by which alone 
* conſcience ſhould be enlightened and de- 
& termined. — You may probably remember, 
„hat one of the old Nonconformiſts ſaid 
„ to a perlſecuting Biſhop, That the man, 10 
« whom he refuſed the right hand of fellow- 
* /ip, held communion with God. Dr. Guiſe 
„ always gave the right hand of fellowſhip to 
« Dr. Watts and Dr. Deddridge. I wiſh you 
« did ſo to thoſe, who now in no other 
„ ſentiments than WYatts's and Doddridge's. 
J am verily perſuaded, this would be no - 
grief of heart to you, whenever you ſhall 
lie on a dying bed.” 

You are not ignorant, Gentlemen, that 
Mr. R-k-r has ſince treated, in the ſame 
manner as my fon, one 'of his own pupils, 
Mr. Foſeph Chadwick, who finiſhed his aca- 
demical education at Bridport in the ſummer 
of 1778, and who immediately removed 
from thence to Wellington in Somerſet, to be 
the ſtated miniſter of the people, that for- 
merly enjoyed the Jabours of my excellent 

_ friend, the Rev. Riſdon Darracott. From 
. Wellington Mr. Chadwick wrote an obliging 


Tous to Mr, R-k-r, dated July 20, 1778, in 
| which 
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which he invited his 2utor to preach at Vel. 


lington the 31ſt of the ſame month, when 
the neighbouring miniſters were alſo invited, 
to aſſiſt him and his people in praying for 
a divine bleſſing on their new relation to 
each other, Mr. N-. 's anſwer, dated July 
25th, 1778, tells him, © Itzhas not a lit- 
« tle grieved your real friends at this place 
* and elſewhere, that on finiſhing your aca- 
« demical ſtudies, you the ſame week threw 
« yourſelf into the arms of thoſe miniſters, 
„ whoſe views and conduct are directly op- 
* poſite to one of the grand deſigns of this 
« academy, and 'to ſome of the leading 
te principles of thoſe judicious perſons | the 
* Rev. Miniſters aud Gentlemen, managers of 
* the Independant Fund in London] by whom 
« you was for ſeveral years liberally ſupport- 
« ed. You well know, that, as far as a 
„ ſenſe of duty will allow, it is my ſtated 
% endeavour to be civil, courteous, and 
„ beneficent to all; and that, on the other 
„“ hand, I dare not offer violence to conſci- 
« ence to pleaſe any man on earth, You 
know, that it is my avowed principle, not 
* to join in the religious ſervices of a meet- 
« ing of miniſters with ſuch perſons as do 
* not believe, what I judge to be, the pro- 
« per Divinity of Chriſt, and that at is 
« with me à parting point.” This was very 
diſcouraging to a young miniſter, But it 
ſeemed to quicken his zeal and diligence in 

the 
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the ſervice of Chriſt and ſouls; nor is he 
forſaken by his divine Maſter, In a letter 
to me, Sept. 15, 1779, he ſays, © As to 
r the ſtate of our people, I have the hap- 
« pineſs to inform you, that many are un- 
« der ſerious impreſſions, The Lord grant 
they may got wear off, but be laſting 
« and effectual! The fields ſeem white al- 
&* ready to harveſt, Oh Sir, when I conſider 
„ how kind and gracious the Lord has been 
« to me, in the courſe of his providence, 
„and I hope alſo in the diſpenſations of 
& his grace; directing my views to ſanctuary- 
« ſervice, railing up friends for my com- 
« fortable ſupport while in my preparatory 
e ſtudies, marking out my way fo clearly 
* to this place, granting me the unanimous 
&« efteem and affection of the people, mak- 
« ing my labours ſo uſeful and acceptable 
* to them; 1 may well be filled with won- 
&« der, love and praiſe! Lord, let them curſe, 
.« but bleſs thou! If thou continueſt to 
« ſhew me tokens for good in my miniſte- 
« rial work, it 1s enough. I hope their 
« unkind uſage has been ſanctified to me, 
* Oh that it may be ſo more and more, 
« to teach me, more effectually than books 
„ could do it, the vanity of the creature; 
* the precarious nature of popular applauſe 
« to direct my views upward to thoſe bleſt 
« abodes, where envy and ſtrife are eternal- 
« ly baniſhed; and to excite me to ſeek 
66 the 
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« the honour and approbation that comes 
« from God only!“ At the cloſe of this 
tender paſſage, his letter mentions a corre- 
ſpondence between your Fiind and him, in the 
winter of 1778, atid which his friends adviſed 
him to publiſh, as an act of juſtice to him- 
ſelf, but chiefly in hope of promoting there- 
by the further enlargement of religious liberty, 
He however wiſhed to have the publication 
delayed, becauſe his people at Wellington were 
going to renew their petition to your Fund, 
that the exhibition, enjoyed by his predeceſſors, 
might be continued to him, and that they 
had reaſon to hope their application would 
| ſucceed better now, than it did a year ago, 
He ſince informs me, Nov. 24; 1779, that, 
the ſecond petition having ſucceeded no bet- 
ter than the former, he is deſirous that 
my appendix may include the copies of the 
ſaid correſpondence. In complying with his 
requeſt, I am but illuſtrating my ſubject, and 
I hope, Gentlemen, you will find the follow- 
ig letters are exactly tranſcribed, 


Taunton, November 14, 1778. 
[Rev. R-d-r to Rev. Chadwick.] 
Rev. Sir, 


An hour ago I received a letter from Mr. 
B-rb-r of London, in which are theſe words, 
viz, I applied to the Fund for the Wel- 


- lia people at the laſt Meeting, when a 
C doubt 
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ce doubt aroſe whether Mr. Chadwick believes 
« the doctrine of the Trinity, which is re- 
« garded by us as a doctrine of great im- 
* portance, Not being able to remove the 

cc difficulty myſelf, I was delired to write to 
« you, to enquire into this matter. No time 
„ js to be loſt, becauſe the next Meeting of 
« the Fund will be on Tueſday, December 
« th. It will give me pleaſure, if you are 
« able to remove the difficulty, and I ſhall 
« apply again with the hope of ſucceſs.” I 
know nothing of it how the doubt aroſe, but 
think it will be beſt for you to write your- 
ſelf immediately to the Rev. Mr. B-rb-r, Ar- 
tillery Court, London. Your beſt proſperity 
will always rejoice, dear Sir, your affectionate 

Rp T. R- d· r. 


V. ellington, November 23, 1778. 


Rev. Chadwick to Rev. B-rb-r.] 
Rev. Sir, | Garber 


A few days ago I received a letter from 
Mr. R- d- r of Taunton, relating to your ap- 
plication to the Fund for our people; when, 
as he informs me, a doubt aroſe, whether I 
believe the doctrine of the Trinity, which is 
conſidered by the members of the ſociety as a 
doctrine of great importance. In anſwer to 
the above, I would uſe great plainneſs of 
ſpeech, in humbly ſubmitting the following 
thoughts to your attention and candour, — 

| Ay 
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As to what relates to the niceties of human 
invention and interpretation, in explaining a 
doctrine ſo ſublime, ſo myſterious, and ſo 
peculiar to revelation, I am intirely of the 
opinion of Dr. Daddridge, in his /efures on 
the ſubject, and of Mr. Fawcett in his en- 
largement on that part of the Dr's. lectures 
in his candid refleftions. In conſequence of 
this opinion, I never make any attempt to 
explain it, I reject all thoſe words and phraſes 
of human invention, which have been intro- 
duced, in order to throw a light upon it, 
but have in reality caſt a veil of obſcurity 
over it, and involved the minds of ſerious, 
thoughtful perſons in a world of pefplexity, 
confuſion and diſtreſs, I can aſſure you, Sir, 
I write from experience very dearly purchaſed, 
Phrafes and terms of art, which have no 
determinate meaning affixed to them, appear 
to me to be very improper to be uſed in de- 
fending a doctrine, which its advocates conſi- 
der to be of infinite importance. But if the 
concluſion be of ſuch moment, I think ir 
behoves us to look well to the premiſes. 
Otherwiſe we ſhall be like thoſe fooliſh build- 


ers, of whom our Lord ſpeaks, who buiid 


upon à ſandy foundation, On this account I 
prefer ſcriptur--language, and reject all tech- 


nical words and phraſes, when ſpeaking of 


a doctrine peculiar to ſcripture. The Apoitle 
Paul ſeems to lay a very great ſtreſs on the 


n which the Holy Ghoſt teacheth, in op- 
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poſition to thoſe which are invented by 
man's wiſdom. Which things we ſpeak, What 
things ? Are they not the deep things of God, 
of which he was ſpeaking in the preceding 
verſes ? — But though I diſcard human in- 
ventions, becauſe I cannot underſtand them 
I have not ſo learned Chriſt, as to treat the 
ſublime and myſterious things of his goſpel 
in that manner, No, the ſearcher of hearts 
knows, that it has long been my earneſt de- 
fire to ſubmit my reaſon and underſtanding 


to the teachings of his written word, and 


the illumination of his Spirit, to lead me 
into the true meaning of its important con- 
tents, that ſo I might be qualified to in- 


ſtruct others, as well as experience its ſancti- 


fying influence on my own ſoul, It is my 
ſincere deſire to yield an implicit faith to 


all that God has revealed in the ſcripture, on 


the authority and veracity of the great re- 
vealer. I can chearfully adopt the language 
of the great Mr. Chillingworth: * Propoſe 
* me any thing out of this book the Bible), 
« and require whether I believe or no, and 
* ſeem it ever ſo incomprehenſible to human 
„ reaſon, I will ſubſcribe it with hand and 
< heart, as knowing no demonſtration can be 
* ſtronger than this, God hath ſaid ſo, there- 
« fore it is true.” — It ſeemed needful to 
make ſome previous remarks of this nature, 


that I might not be miſunderſtood in what 


follows. I now come directly to the point, 
| and 
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and declare my belief of the doctrine of the 
Trinity, as it is left on record in the New 
Teſtament, without the incumbrance of any 
human ſcheme. I believe There are Three 
that. bear record in heaven, the Father, the 
Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, and theſe Three are 
one, If it be aſked, how they are three ? and 
how one ? I freely own, I cannot tell, Nei- 
ther can I find it preciſely determined in any 
other paſſage -of ſcripture. It muſt there- 
fore be acknowledged an inexplicable myſtery. 
Nor ſhould we wonder, that we are much 
confounded, when enquiring into the curioſities 
of ſuch queſtions, if we conſider how little 
we know of our own nature and manner of 
Exiſtence. _—— To convince you, Sir, that I 
do not conſider the ſcripture account of things 
of this nature as a matter of indifference, I 
will give you an extract from one of my 
own ſermons with regard to the infinite dig- 
nity of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, In ſhewing 
the import of the Title of Lord, when ap- 
plied to our bleſſed Redeemer, I obſerved 
among other things, That it imports an 
* acknowledgment of his tranſcendant dig- 
4 nity and glory, as the incomprehenſible 
Word, who was in the beginning with God, 
« and who was God, by whom all things were 
« created, and without whom was not made 


« ſo much as one ſingle being. For by him 
« were all things created, that are in heaven 


c and that are in earth, viſible and inviſible, 
C 3 ' 4. whether 
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whether they be thrones, or dominions, or priu- 
cipalities, or powers. All things were created 
by him, and for him, and he is before all 
things, and by him all things conſiſt. John i. 
Col. i. 16, 17. And it is on this account, 
that the inſpired writer of the epiſtle to 
the Hebrews offers aſcription of praiſe to 
our adorable Redeemer. Heb. i. 12. And 
it was a full conviction of the true and 
proper Divinity of our bleſſed Lord, that . 
forced a diſciple, remarkable for diſtruſt 
and unbelief, to addreſs him as his Lord 
and his God. John xx. 28; An aſcription, 
both falſe and blaſphemous, on the ſup- 
poſition of our Lord's being nothing more 
than a mere creature. And we may be 
ſure, that this being the caſe, would have 
been followed by a ſevere reproof, inſtead 
of words of approbation. It might be 
ſubjoined, true chriſtians are deſcribed by 


the Apoſtle, as perſons who tall upon the 
* name of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 1 Cor. i. 2. 
Thus it appears, that calling Chriſt, Lord, 


Lord, imports an acknowledgment of his 


tranſcendant dignity and glory, .as poſſeſſed 


of a nature truly and properly divine, as 
over all God bleſſed for ever.” —— I adopt 


no ſcheme, becauſe every ſcheme has great 
difficulties attending it, I cannot reſt ſatisfied 
in any thing, but what God has revealed in 
his word concerning it. I am perſuaded there 


are ſome things in the ſacred writings, relative 


to 
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to this doctrine, that are hard to be underſtood, 
and which will never be thoroughly cleared 
up in this ſtate of darkneſs and imperfection. 
They who have the greateſt ſagacity and pe- 
netration to,enable them to diſcern the things 
that differ, now know but in part, and ſee 
through a glaſs, darkly. To have a clearer in- 
ſight into the myſteries of the kingdom of 
heaven, will, 1 doubt not, make up a conſider- 
able part of the happineſs of good men in 
a future ſtate, where puzzling doubts and 
perplexing difficuliies are for ever done away. 
Thus, Sir, I have, with the greateſt 
frankneſs, given you my ſentiments on the 
ſubject of your enquiry. I am not much 
concerned, on my own account, how they 
may be reliſhed by the Gentlemen of the ſo- 
ciety. It is à very ſmall thing to be judged of 
man's judgment. I ſhould be ſorry, however, 


on account of the people, ſhould the uſual. 


exhibition be with-held, as the generality of 
them are very poor, ſo that they would 
find it difficult to ſupport a miniſter without 
it, —— If I ſhould after all be deemed erro- 
neous and heretical, my rejoicing is this, the 
teſtimony of my conſcience, that in ſimplicity and 
godly ſincerity, not with fleſhly wiſdom, but by 
the grace of God, in the goſpel, and I hope 
by the influence of his grace upon my heart, 
I have my converſation in the world, I do not 
ſay this by way of boaſting ; for I am deep- 


ly convinced, that my integrity would ſoon 
C 4 fail 
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fail me, without ſupernatural ſupport. But 7 
know whom T have believed, and I am fully 
perſuaded that he is able to keep me from fall- 
ing, and to preſent me faultleſs before the pre- 
ſence of his glory with exceeding joy. I truſt 
he will ſo keep me. He has not left me 
without witneſs of his favour and regard, in 
a large variety of inſtances, He has not, 
bleſſed be his name, left me without ſome 
tokens for good in my miniſterial work. Be- 
cauſe the Lord has been my help hitherto, there- 
fore in the ſhadow of his wings, I truſt, I half 
be enabled to rejoice ; though J ſhould be 


forſaken by many of his own ſeryants, But 


I vill not treſpaſs on your patience any lon- 
ger. If there be any thing in my manner 
of writing that appears diſreſpectful, I hope, 
Sir, -your candour and gentleneſs will excuſe 
it; no ſuch thing was in the leaſt intended, 
1 am, Rev. Sir, your humble ſervant, 


Jaſeph Chadwick, 


' London, December 1, 1778, 


[Rey., R-ch-rd W-nt-r to Rev. Chadwick.] 
Rev. Sir, Wake 


The letter which you wrote to my brother 
B-rb-r was communicated by him to. ſeveral 
miniſters, who, upon peruſing it, came to a 
reſolution to deſire of me, that I would 
write to you upon the ſubject. With reſpect 
to e I am fo far ſatisfied, as you de- 

-  * clare 
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glare your belief of © the. infinite dignity 
* of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt.” Though, by 
the way, it is to be obſerved, that that is a 
phraſe of human invention. I love ſcripture 
expreſſions as well as you. Among others I 
ule this, that Chriſt thaught it not robbery to 
be equal with God; which J would not do, if 
it were my opinion, that the words are not 
rightly tranſlated, Now, Sir, my requeſt to 
you is, in which ſeveral of my brethren. con- 
cur, that you will be explicit on this paſſage 
of ſacred ſcripture, whether you do, ex ani- 
mo, believe that the Lord Jeſus Chriſt is equal 
'' with God the Father? Whether, when he is 
ſtyled God in ſcripture, you underſtand, that 
| he is inferiour to the Father? Or, that he 
Ne is poſſeſſed of the ſame incommunicablg per- 
fections? Or, in one word, whether you be- 
lieve, that Chriſt as God is ſelf-exiſtent ? 
Not that I deſire you to ſubſcribe to my ex- 
preſſion, but that you convey your meaning 
to me in your own words, — As next mon- 
day morning is to be our Fund-Meeting, your 
anſwer to this is requeſted by the return of 
the poſt. Wiſhing you the beſt of bleſſings, 
J am, Sir, your humble ſervant, 
R-ch-rd W-nt-r. 


Wellington, December 1778. 
Rev. Chadwick to Rev. R-ch-rd Mont r.] 
Rev. Sir, 3 
As I did not receive your letter till the 


ſaturday after it is dated, I apprehended an 
anſwer 
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anſwer would not reach you by the monday 
morning following, and conſequently did not 
think it would make any material difference, 
whether I writ then, or deferred it two or 
. three poſts longer, that I might have a little 
time to conſider the import of your queries, 
But previous to my affirming or denying any 
thing concerning them, I would humbly pre- 
fume to propoſe a few queries to thoſe Gen- 
tlemen, at whoſe critical tribunal I am ar- 
raigned, —— As I have already renounced 
every [human] ſcheme, wherefore ſhould I 
have queſtions put to me, which, ſo far as 
I am capable of judging of their import, 
which ever way they are anſwered, would 
neceſſarily involve me in one? I need only 
take notice of the laſt query, as all the reſt 
are profeſſedly ſummed up in that. Jou 
aſk me, Whether I believe, that Chriſt as 
God is ſelf-exiſtent ?? Do you mean another 
God, equal to, and independant on, God 
the Father? Or, the ſame God with the Fa- 
ther ? Or, if not, what is meant? For it is 
neceſſary, that I ſhould underſtand the ge- 
nuine meaning of the queſtion, or elſe it is 
impoſſible for me to give an anſwer, Is 
Chriſt then another God, different from, or 
the ſame God with the Father ? Can there 
be more than one Being, that is ſelf-exiſtent? 
— Thoſe, who are acquainted with me, know, 
that I am not of a cavilling diſpoſition ; nei- 
ther do I aſk queſtions of this nature, with 

| a view 
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a view to give offence to any one. I like, 
however, to be free and open, whatever con- 
ſequences may follow, as I elſewhere inti- 
mated. I know it is much eaſier, on any 
particular ſcheme, to aſk hard queſtions, than 
to ſolve the difficulties attending them. — As 
to the paſſage of ſcripture you mention, I 
have always uſed it, till I received your let- 
ter, as it is in our tranſlation, which I would 
not haye done, had I thought it was not 
rightly rendered. I ſtill think the original 
will bear the ſame rendering; that is, equal; 
though I am not without a doubt, whether, 
as, would not be the moſt proper. —— You 
deſire an explanation of his paſſage, I freely 
own, I am unequal to the taſk. It is, in my 
opinion, one of thoſe ſublime and myſterious 
texts, which the angels defire to look into, though 
they will never be able to comprehend 'it, I 
have given you a ſpecimen of my manner 
of treating things of this nature in the pulpit. 
Jam to ſet theſe things before the people, 
as they are repreſented in the ſacred writings, 
without intangling myſelf in the niceties of 
any ſcheme, — I give up the phraſe, to which 
you object, to avoid the charge of incon- 
ſiſtency; though J am fully perſuaded of its 
truth and propriety, I am, Rev. Sir, your 
humble ſervant, Joſeph Chadwick, 


I wiſh, Gentlemen, you had condeſcended 
to anſwer Mr, Chadwick's queries, as well 
as 
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as propoſe queries to him. This might have 
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Jed you to define your terms, and conſe- 
quently to cheriſh more favourable thoughts 
of the young miniſter. [candid reflections, 2d 
edit, p. 91.] He candidly tells you, I 
„ give up the phraſe, to which you object.“ 
The phraſe referred to, was, The infi- 
© nite dignity of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt,” 
concerning which Mr. Mut. r, by way of 
repriſal, obſerves, * That this is a phraſe 
« of human invention.” In like manner a 
Reviewer of my candid reſlections ſays, ** We 
* grant our terms &c. to be human; and 
& pray are their's divine? [Goſpel Magazine, 
Feb. 1778.] So my Remarker ſays, You 
blame your Trinitarian brethren for uſing 
« ſome terms, or phraſes, becauſe they are 
„ not ſcriptural.” [Lletter, p. 2.] But, Gen- 
tlemen, is it not an anſwer, as obvious, as 
it is ſatisfactory, and by attending to which, 
Mr. Chadwick had no need to have given 


< up” his phraſe? viz. That while ſcripture 


is to be conſidered as the only ſtandard of 
divine truth, and while fallible men are to 
uſe their own words to explain ſcripture,. 
yet no merely human words ought ever to 
come into competition with ſcripture words, 
ſo as to be impoſed upon the conſciences 
of our fellow-chriſtians, and that ſuch com- 
petition and impoſition is the very eſſence 
of Popery, and the grand engine of perſe- 
cution, | 


When 


Oe 


$02 
When Mr. Chadwick acknowledges, © 1 
„ am not without a doubt, whether, as, 
* would not be the moſt proper rendering,” 
rather than, equal, it reminds me, Gentle- 
men, of my late excellent friend, Mr, Jo- 
ſephi Williams. My . Remarker adviſes me [ lei- 
ter, p. 29.] to inſert, in my Extras from 
Mr. Williams's Diary, Meditations, and Let- 


ters, ſome of his controverfial writings. I 


was obliged to refuſe another of your wor- 
thy members, who gave me the ſame advice, 
and who therefore favoured me with the pe- 
ruſal of a manuſcript, containing ſeveral let. 
ters between Mr. Williams and an eminent 
miniſter, on the doctrine of Chriſt's Divinity. 
In thoſe letters Mr. Williams ſhewed himſelf, 
not only a zealous and able advocate for 
that ſcripture-doctrine, but even a critick in 
his Greek Teſtament, Among other critical 
remarks, he inſiſted, that the Apoſtle's words, 
which in our verſion are, equal with God, 
would be better rendered, as God or lite to 
God, All tti8ſ*Uletters are dated in 1742, 
and thereforłè àbdut two years before I had 
the pleaſure of Knowing Mr. Williams, and 
abour two years after the publication of Dr. 
Watts's Glory of Chriſt as God-Man and Me- 
diator, a book for which, I well-know, Mr. 
Williams had a high eſteem as long as he 
lived. As for Dr. Doddridge's Family Ex- 
pofitor on Philippians, it was not publiſhed 
till 1756, in which the Dr, illuſtrates his 

| verſion 
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verſion [thought it not robbety to be as God] 
with the following note, So v &w is moſt 
exactly rendered, agreeable to the force 
„ of ws in many places in the Septuagint, 
& which Dr. Whitly has collected in his 
c mot? on this place. The proper Greek 
* phraſe for equal to God is ww ve Ow, which 
« is uſed John v. 18,” That paſſage in 
John only repreſents the manner, in which 
the enemies of Chriſt perverſly interpreted 
his claiming God as his Father, and is there- 
fore by no means a parallel with this paſ- 
ſage of Paul. The Dr's. paraphraſe of this 
important text fully explains his idea of 
Chriſt's pre. exiſtent derived nature as united 
= Deity ; viz. . That illuſtrious and ador- 

& able perſon, who, being long before his 
% appearance in human fleſh, in the form 
« of God, and having been, from eternal 
ages, poſſeſſed of divine perfections and 
« glories, when manifeſting himſelf to the 
« Patriarchs and Prophets of old, thought 
« 1t not. robbery and uſurpatinn, to be and 
< appear as God, _ aſſuming, he, higheſt di- 
vine names, titles and attributes, by which 
the ſupream Being has made himſelf known, 
« and receiving from his ſervants divine ho- 
* nours and adorations.” With this view of 
the ſubject, and of this particular text, I 
have ſo long conſidered equal as an unſcrip- 
tural and tritheiſtick epithet, /when applied 
to the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that I have ne- 
ver 
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ver made uſe of it in my publick miniſtra- 
tions, as the oldeſt of my. hearers are ready 
to teſtify, My Remarker therefore, accord- 
ing to his uſual unacquaintance with fa&, 
had not the leaſt foundation to add, with 
reference to his own particular view of this 
truth, for which, I apprehend, you were 
„ an advocate in time paſt.” [/eztter, p. 42.] 
By your correſpondence with Mr. Chad- 
wick, it appears, Gentlemen, that you do not 
object to his ſentiments, either as Socinian, or 
Arian, or Sabellian. You ſcem to apply to 
him Mr. R-k-r's concluſion concerning my /on, . 
„ That the indwelling ſcheme did not ſatisfy 
« him.” You more than ſeem to concur 
with Mr. R-k-r in a ſentence of Excommuni- 
tation, by withdrawing your Annual Aftftance 
from his people at Wellington. Though one 
of your worthy members earneſtly pleaded with 
you in behalf of Mr. Chadwick, both, laſt 
year and this, from a perſonal knowledge of 
him, and a high eſteem for his ſerious, ex- 
perimental, and evangelical miniſtrations, un- 
der which he has had repeated opportuni- 
ties of ſitting ; yet you remained inflexible 
in your "reſolution againſt him. But I be- 
ſeech you, Gentlemen, ta conſider, that you 
might with greater juſtice have excommuni- 
cated the Nicene Fathers, and Dr. John Owen, 
who expreſsly repreſent * Chriſt as derived 
„ from the Father;” and you know, it 
'| is impoſſible to reconcile derivation with 
. ſelf 
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ſelflexiſtence. [candid reſleclions, 2d edit. p. 8, 


27, 38] On the contrary, Dr. Dodd ridge, 
with whom Mr. Chadwick agrees, maintains 
% the union of Chriſt's derived nature to 
t the one ſelf-exiſtent Deity.” ſcandid reflec- 


tions, 2d edit. p. 31] And ſurely © Thoſe 


% that aſcribe to Chriſt an union to the 
© whole Godhead, cannot be juſtly ſuppoſed 
4 to do him leſs honour, than others who 
« only aſcribe to him an union with the 
“ ſecond perſon in the Godhead.” 2 [candid 
* 24 edit. p. 93.] 

I. have now, Gentlemen, been led to il- 
luſtrate the ſentiments of my candid reflec- 
tions, more than I ever expected to have 
done, by a direct application of them to 
particular caſes. This advantage I owe to 
the letter © addreſſed to me. Indeed I am 
indebted to it on many accounts, So far 
as it has the appearance of argumentative, 
it convinces me of no falſe quotation, or 
falſe - reaſoning. It in no degree diſproves, 


what my candid reflections have ſo fully point-. 


ed out, That thoſe who are called orthodox, 
differ among themſelves, more than ſome of 
them differ from the reputed Heterodox, Nor 
does it produce any ſolid reaſon, why there 
ſhould not be that moderation and indul- 
gence, which I recommend, among perſons 
of different ſentiments, On this laft parti- 
cular, I have the leſs need to inlarge here, 
as an excellent Pen for ſuch moderation 

Wh and 
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and indulgence is lately publiſhed, intitled, 
The importance of truth, and the danger of 
moderation, particularly with reſpecs to the doc- 
trine of the Trinity; inveſtigated in three con- 
ferences between an orthodox chriſtian and. a 
moderate man, The author appears to be an 
advocate for the indwelling ſcheme, and on the 
nobleſt principles of chriſtian liberty, 

There are, Gentlemen, ſeveral other parti- 
culars in the letter to me, that may ſeem to 
have eſcaped my notice ; whether they are 
more or leſs important, I will here' mention 
chem. —— It is ſaid, [/etter, p. 6] * The 
„ objection to the term perſon is removed, 


* by the frequent uſe of it with many re- 


s ſpectable writers,” But with equal propriety 
might I not ſay, The term perſon, applied 
to the Trinity, is objected to by many re- 
ſpectable writers, and therefore ought not to 
be uſed at all? The true ſtate of the caſe 
is rather this, We ſhould never uſe the term, 
without endeavouring to define it, ſo that 


dur meaning may be clearly aſcertained. [ can- 


did reflections, 2d edit. p. 34—36.] 

My remarker may be thought to inſinvate, 
[letter, p. 9, 10] that I favour the peculiar 
notion of Dr. Clarke concerning the perſon 
of Chriſt, But it ſhould be remembered, that 
I have expreſly excepted againſt it. FR 
reflections, 2d edit. p. 38.] 

My remarker has a long note concerning 


the Arians perſecuting the Orthodox, [ letter, 


D p. 13] 


| 
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p. 13] which may ſeem to ſuppoſe, that 1 
am partial to the Arian cauſe, But I have 
freely and equally condemned all parties, that 
have perſecuted for conſcience ſake. ¶ candid 
refleftions, 2d edit. p. 16, 17, 52, 53] 

I am charged with © an attempt to de- 
« ceive my readers,” letter, p. 25] only be- 
cauſe I aſk, Are they not ¶ the Antitrinita- 


* 7jansj perfectly agreed with us in acknow- 


„ ledging one God, and one Mediator between 
„ God and men, the man Chriſt Jeſus, who 
* gave himſelf a ranſom for all, and through 
* whom we all have an acceſs by one Spirit 
« unto the Father? Is not. ſuch agreement 
“ an infinitely ſtronger bond of union, than 
* any made of mere human ſpeculation. ot 
* expreſlion ?“ | candid refleftions, 2d edit. p. 
74.] I hope, I am a deceiver, in the ſame 
ſenſe as Dr. Watts was, when he wrote the 
words, which I have placed as the motto in 
my title page; or, like the Apoſtle Paul, when 
he was made all things to all men, that he might 
by all means ſave ſome. 


I muſt preſume myſelf to have no concern, - 


in what my remarker ſo largely ſays about na- 
tural religion. letter, p. 35—37.] A digni- 


. fied clergyman having © urged it, as a pa- 


« rallel caſe, that the doctrine of divine om- 
* nipreſence is no more capable of particular 


explanation than this of the Trinity,” I 
deſired him to conſider, that the former 


is à truth of opatural religion, while the 
« latter 
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latter abſolutely depends on revelation;“ 
only I granted, © that both, as far as relates 
to any merely human mode of explaining 
* them, are equally ſuperiour to the adequate 
„ conception or expreſſion of mortals.” can- 
did refleftions, 2d edit. p. 89.] But my re- 
marker would have it allo taken for granted, 
that the Athangfian mode of the Trinity is the 
ſcripture doctrine, and as neceſſary to believe, 
as the doctrine of the divine Omnipreſence. 

When my remarker diſtinguiſhes between 
exploding the word Trinity, and exploding the 
wſe of it, I wiſh him to conſider, whether 
it be not a diſtinction without a difference, 
[ letter, p. 33-] 

When he repreſents it to be © my preſent 
« view, that it is of no great importance, 
* whether we believe the great truths of re- 
« yelation or not, provided we ule the ſame 
« ſcripture phraſes ;” [/:ter, p. 35] he ſpeaks 
without foundation, and inconſiſtent with what 
I have ſaid. [candid reflections, 2d edit. p. 34, 
88. 

My remarker even ſeems to intimate, that 
I am for having * chriſtians taught moral du- 
« ties only.” |/etter, p. 27.] Will he per- 
mit me to aſk, whether he thinks The grand 
Inquiry, Am 1 in Chriſt or not; or Chriſtiau 
Stedfaſtneſs, a Sermon occaſioned by the death of 
Rev. Riſdon Darracoit ; or Preaching Chriſt 
and not ſelf, are publications that indicate my 
teaching mere moral duties ? Or whether he 

D 2 thinks 
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thinks ſuch merely moral teaching would have 


been ſo far owned of God, as to occaſion 
many to come under religious impreſſions, with 
the uſual enquiries, What muſt we do to be 
faved ? How muſt we get an intereſt in Chriſt, 
&c. &c. &c. ? But the gleaning of my Brethren, 
may be better than the vintage J have gathered, 
and I bleſs God for it; nor ſhall the leſs be 
thankful, though their moſt eſteemed mode of 
the Trinity, while honoured with ſuch uſe- 
fulnels to ſouls, be ever ſo different from my 
'OWN, 

On the whole, Gentlemen, I am free to 
declare, that my attachment to the in- dwelling 
ſcheme commenced with my ſtudy of Dr. 
Doddridge's Leflures, In this reſpect, I have 
always differed from you; nevertheleſs, I have 


often had the honour of joining with ſeveral 


of your reſpectable members in the religious 
ſervices of the ſame day, and the ſame pul- 


pit. I hope, 1 ſhall never forget my obli- 


gations to your Fund, for the aſſiſtance it af- 
forded to me, between forty and fifty years 
ago, while I was a ſtudent at Northampton. 
I heartily pray, that your Fund may as much 
ſubſerve the cauſe of religious liberty, as, I 
doubt not, it is your deſign to advance by 
it the kingdom of Chriſt, and the ſucceſs of 


the goſpel, While I deſire to be thankful 
io Civil Government, for the Jenity exerciſed 


towards me, during the forty years in which 
1 have been a preacher, though deſtitute of 


legal 


OS 
'' Tegal qualification, till I chearfully accepted 
of it July 13, 1779; I cannot but earneſtly 
wiſh for your concurrence with the late en- 
largement of our religions liberties, by ſoften- 
ing the terms on which poor diſſenting mini- 
fers receive their annual exhibitions at your 
hands. I beſeech you, Gentlemen, ſeriouſly 
to conſider, whether it is not a thing much 
to be feared, that ſome of our poor Brethren, 
for the ſake of their ſcanty allowances, yield 
their aſſent to what they have little ſtudied ; 
while others, with all their juſt diſcernment 
of judgment, tenderneſs of conſcience, - and 


| names ſtruck out of your friendly . Yet 
I verily believe, that neither yourſelves, nor 
the managers of any other Fund, for ſupport- 
ing miniſters or ſtudents in Divinity, can be too 
ſolicitous to procure objects poſſeſſed of emi- 
nent piety, and of ardenc love to Chriſt, and 
zeal to exalt him on the throne of every 
heart. That you may be yet more and more 
the honoured inſtruments of advancing his 
beſt cauſe in the world, and particularly in 
diſſenting churches, is the fervent prayer of, 


GENTLEMEN, 


Your's, &c. 


Kidderminſter, 
Dec. 2d, 1779. 


pious zeal for Chriſt and ſouls, have their 
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